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Disposition of Claims 

4) IEI Claim(s) 1-27 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-27 is/are rejected. 

Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)\3 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the conrection is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)\J None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) n Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) O Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) n Notice of Informal Patent Application 

6) □ Other . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mait Date 20060919 



Application/Control Number: 10/020,158 
Art Unit: 2625 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 

• This action is responsive to the following communication: an Amendment filed on 6/30/06. 

• Claims 1-27 are pending, wherein claims 22-27 are newly added. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 8, 9, 11, 15, 16, 18, 22-27 are rejected Under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Iga (US 2002/0143924 Al), Kobayashi et al. (US 6101576), and further in 
view of 

Regarding claims 1, 8, and 15 Iga discloses a data updating method for updating data 
stored in memory of an image forming apparatus (Fig. 2), comprising: 

• receiving electronic mail that calls for updating of the data stored in the first memory fi-om 
external device (Page 1 par. 0009; Page 5-6 par. 0050); 

• executing updating processing for the data stored in the first memory, based on the 
downloaded updating data (Fig. 13; Page 1 par. 0009; Page 5-6 par 0050 ). 

• downloading updating data from a device (14) on a network (18) based on contents of the 
electronic mail when the image forming apparatus; 

Iga does not disclose saving data, which has been stored in the first memory in a second 
memory; rewriting the data saved in the second memory, which is the xmupdated data stored in 
the first memory into the first memory when an error occurs in data updating processing. 

Kobayashi et al. discloses saving data, which has been stored in the first memory in a 
second memory (Col. 5 lines 19-27); rewriting the data saved in the second memory, which is the 
unupdated data stored in the first memory into the first memory when an error occurs in data 
updating processing (Co 1.1 lines 29-32; Col. 3 lines 10-15). 
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Iga and Kobayashi et al. are combinable because they both incorporate image processing. 
It would have been obvious at the time of invention for one of ordinary skill in the art to combine 
Iga with Kobayashi et al. The reason for doing so would have been have data saved in a second 
memory in case an error occurs causing the data to vanish in the first memory as taught by 
Kobayashi et al. in Cole 1 lines6-10. 

Combinations of Iga and Kobayashi do not teach and/or suggest determining whether or 
not the image forming apparatus is in a standby state after receiving the electronic mail. 

Okazawa, in the same field of endeavor for printing, teaches a well-known example of 
determining whether or not the image forming apparatus (figs. 5-8, abstract, col. 2, lines 15-32 
and col. 3, lines 1-15) is in a standby state after receiving the electronic mail (commands sent 
from host, col. 2, lines 15-32). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to modify inventions of Iga and Kobayashi to include a method for determining 
whether an image forming apparatus is in standby state as taught by Okazawa because of reasons 
for operation environment of the system as a whole can be improved (col. 9, lines 1-5) by 
updating software/firmware (as taught by Iga) while the image forming apparatus is in standby 
state to prevent interrupting and delaying print job in that is currently being processed. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Iga and Kobayashi with Okazawa to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 1, 8, and 15. 

Regarding claims 2, 9, and 16 Iga ftirther teaches the data updating method for the image 
forming apparatus (Fig. 2), wherein the electronics mail sent from the external device (14) 
includes information indicating data to be updated, and information indicating which device on 
the network holds the updating data (page 4 par. 041; Page 5-6 par. 0050). 

Regarding claims 4, 11, and 1 8 Iga, discloses the data updating method for the 
image forming apparatus (Fig.. 2) ftirther comprising: causing the image forming apparatus 
to notify the external device of a result of the data updating process (Page 5-6 par. 
0050.Page 6 par. 0050). 
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Regarding claims 22, 24, and 26, Kobayashi further teaches the data updating method for 
image forming apparatus according to claim 1, further comprising prohibiting (col. 46, lines 28- 
32) operations other than the update processing from being executed in the image forming 
apparatus when initiating the update processing based on the electronic mail. 

Regarding claims 23, 25, and 27, Okazawa further teaches the data updating method for 
image forming apparatus according to claim 22, further comprising displaying that the image 
forming apparatus is in non-active state (fig. 7) when execution of the operation other than the 
update processing is being prohibited. 

Claims 3, 10, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Iga 
Kobayashi, and Okazawa, and further in view of Yoshida et al. ( US 6130757). 

Regarding claims 3, 10, and 17 Iga, as modified by Kobayashi et al. does not disclose the 
data updating methods for the image forming apparatus, wherein said executing updating 
processing includes: writing the updating data once again if the writing of the updating data in 
the memory fails and a number of times of failure is within a predetermined number; and 
determining that an error occurs in data updating processing if the mmiber of times of failure 
reaches said predetermined number. 

Yoshida et aL, discloses the data updating methods for the image forming apparatus (5), 
wherein said executing updating processing includes: writing the updating data once again if the 
writing of the updating data in the memory fails and a number of times of failure is within a 
predetermined number; and determining that an error occurs in data updating processing if the 
number of times of failure reaches said predetermined number (Fig.. 27; Col 19 line 54-Col 20 
line 5). Iga, as modified by Kobayashi et al, and Yoshida et al. are combinable because they both 
incorporate using an image forming apparatus. 

It would have been obvious at the time of the inventions for on skilled in the art to 
combine Iga, as modified by Kobayashi and Okazawa, with Yoshida et al. 

The motivation for doing so would be to have the data updating methods for the image 
forming apparatus (5), wherein said executing updating processing includes: writing the updating 
data once again if the writing of the updating data in the memory fails and a number of times of 
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failure is within a predetermined number; and determining that an error occurs in data updating 
processing if the number of times of failure reaches said predetermined number as taught by 
Yoshida et al in Fig.. 27 and in Col 19 line 54 - Col 20 line 5. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Yoshida et al. with Iga, as modified 
by Kobayashi and Okazawa, to get the invention discloses in claims 3, 10, and 17. 

Claims 5, 6, 7, 12, 13, 14, 19, 20, and 21are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Iga, Kobayashi, Okazawa as described in claims 1, 8, and 15 above, and 
further in view of Foster (US 6675382 Bl). 

Regarding claims 5, 12, 19, Iga, as modified by Kobayashi et al., does not disclose the 
data updating methods for the image forming apparatus further comprising: a determination 
section which determines whether or not data updating is necessary based on the contents of the 
electronic mail when the image forming apparatus had received the electronic mail from the 
external device, wherein the updating data is downloaded from the device on the network bases 
on the contents of the electronic mail when the data updating is determined to be necessary by 
the determination section. 

Foster, discloses the data updating methods for the image forming apparatus further 
comprising: a determination section which determines whether or not data updating is necessary 
based on the contents of the electronic mail when the image forming apparatus had received the 
electronic mail from the external device; wherein the updating data is downloaded from the 
device on the network bases on the contents of the electronic mail when the data updating is 
determined to be necessary by the determination section( Fig. 6; Col lines 18-47). 

Iga, as modified by Kobayashi, Okazawa, and Foster are combinable because the both 
disclose and apparatus containing software. 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention for one skilled in the art to 
combine Iga, as modified by Kobayashi and Okazawa with Foster. 

The motivation for doing would be to have the data updating methods for the image 
forming apparatus further comprising: determining whether or not data updating is necessary 
based on the contents of the electronic mail when the image forming apparatus had received the 
electronic mail from the external device, and where in the updating data is downloaded from the 
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device on the network bases on the contents of the electronic mail when the data updating is 
determined to be necessary as taught by Foster in Fig. 6 and Col lines 18-47. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Iga, as modified by Kobayashi and 
Okazawa with Foster to get the inventions disclosed in claims 5, 12, and 19. 

Regarding claims 6, 13, and 20, Foster further teaches the data updating method for the 
image forming apparatus wherein said determining whether or not the data updating is necessary 
includes comparing the version information included in the electronic mail with version 
information on the data stored in the first memory, and determining whether of not updating is 
required with respect to the data stored in the first memory (Fig. 6; Col lines 18-47). 

Regarding claims 7, 14, and 21, Foster further teaches the data updating method for the 
image forming apparatus further comprising: causing the image forming apparatus to notify the 
external device that data updating based on the electronic mail is urmecessary, when the data 
updating is determined to be unnecessary (Fig. 6; Col lines 18-47). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 8, and 15 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection due to newly added features/limitations. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thierry L. Pham whose telephone number is (571) 272-7439. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (9:30 AM - 6:00 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on (571)272-7437. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




